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DETAILED ACTION 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action or the MPEP. . 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC §112 

Claims 14, 15, 31, 32, 47, 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. It is unclear how to make the indicators. No examples are 
given, and the examiner is unaware of any related art which could enable this feature. 

Claims 1-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The claims are directed to a cleansing wipe 
comprising about 70 to 98% or 99% by weight of a substrate, the substrate comprising a 
film forming water soluble polymer material. Accordingly, it is unclear if the wipe has 70 
to 99% by weight of the water soluble polymer material, or if the substrate can be 
anything impregnated with an undisclosed amount of water soluble polymer material. 
From a reading of the specification and the remaining claims, clearly the fomner is 
intended. In other words, applicant should clarify the claim by stating: ... the substrate 
compr i s i ng being a water soluble film fomning polymeric material...". This makes it clear 
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that the claim cannot be anticipated by any flushable tissue with a water soluble binder 
and a bit of soap. Applicant's disclosed product is more like a hybrid between paper 
soap and a disposable wipe which may contain a small amount (1 % to 20%) of fiber 
filler as stated in claim 35. 

Claim Rejections - 35 use § 102 
Claims 1-3, 6-9, 11-13, 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
clearly anticipated by Fujita et al., US 5,062,986. Regarding claim 1, Fujita discloses 
film-shaped soaps comprising water soluble polymers and soap (see abstract) in the 
weight ratios claimed by applicant (column 4, lines 15-18) shaped into films or sheets 
(column 4, line 67). Note the surfactants set forth in column 4, lines 55+. Although 
applicant characterizes the invention as a wipe in the preamble, nothing in the body of 
the claim distinguishes from Fujita, accordingly, the claim is anticipated. Regarding the 
times for disintegration, the examiner takes the position that Fujita inherently discloses 
this feature because the film comprises highly soluble polymers, can be relatively thin 
(column 5, lines 15-19) and is described as "rapidly" dissolving in water (column 5, line 
30). Regarding claim 9, see column 3, lines 44-56. Regarding claim 13, see column 4, 
lines 23+. Regarding claim 16, see column 4, line 39. Regarding claim 3, note is made 
of applicant's published paragraph [0031] of US 2005/01 18237 and the Fujita disclosure 
at the top of column 2. See also column 4, line 29, disclosing the additive may be a 
plasticizer. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 4, 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fujita '986. Regarding claims 4 and 5, Fujita discloses that the films made be 
formed with thickness of up to 500 |am (column 5, lines 15-19) and have a flexibility and 
tear ability. Accordingly, the examiner takes the position that the claimed material 
weight basis's are inherent from Fujita or obvious in view that clearly, any film thickness 
would be an obvious design choice. Regarding claim 10, in view that Fujita discloses 
the polymer is preferably a polyether polyol, the use of polysaccharides such as starch 
would be expected to perform in the invention. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 18-30, 33-46, 49-53 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office 
action. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Note is made of the European Search Report and the discussion therein of 
references D1-D4 has been studied. The examiner agrees with the conclusions of the 
European examiner. 
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Regarding the patent to Lang et al., US 6,548,592, see especially column 19, 
lines 60-67 of Lang. Lang states the water dispersible wipes may be dry, which can be 
thrown in a flush toilet after use. Applicant requires a wipe which disintegrates . 
However, note is made of applicant's paragraph [0018] of the published application, US 
2005/01 18237, e'xplains that the terms are interchangeable. The wipe may merely 
disperse into water as opposed to disintegrate. However, even if the examiner 
interpreted the Lang reference so that the Lang binder anticipated the film fonning 
polymer, and the fibers disclosed in column 20 of Lang were merely applicant's claimed 
filler fibers (claims 35+), the Lang binders are not present in an amount which suggests 
applicant's claimed ranges of from about 70% to about 98 or 99%. See Lang, Example 
5, column 44. 

The patent to Zafar, US 6,177,391, is directed to a one-time soap substrate 
which is to be dissolved in water. See especially column 3, lines 45-64. However, 
nothing is stated about the composition of the product. 

The patent to RIchter, US 4,045,364 is directed to a dispersible paper 
impregnated with a detergent. Although Richter discloses a binder, Richter does not 
disclose or suggest the claimed wipe comprising about 70 to 99% of a water soluble 
film forming polymer material. 
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